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political power is the fact that it is so deeply committed
upon the fundamental questions it has to decide* It is
neither more nor less than a chamber in which, in the
last resort, the interests of property are defended from
attack. In that defence, the House of Lords is a massive
unit set over against what, to-morrow, may be a majority
of the nation. As soon as that perspective of its character
comes into view, the critic is bound to feel what Bagehot's
critic felt—that the "only cure for admiring the House
of Lords is to go and look at it" Then^ the argument
from antiquity counts for nothing; it is so much the more
proof that the institution is an anachronism. Then, also,
the very solid merits of-the chamber are seen in a different
light, for it becomes readily perceptible, at least to the
critics, that all those merits can, in fact* be obtained from
a chamber which is not subject to the defects from which
the House of Lords patently suffers*
The truth is that an undemocratic institution cannot
survive in a democratic society unless it is able constantly
and rapidly to adjust its behaviour to the demands of
the democracy. The fact, indeed, that the House of Lords
is old does not mean that it is incapable of adjustment;
so far, at least, the Crown has shown, so far as its public
behaviour is concerned, that capacity to adjust is not
necessarily incompatible with antiquity* What has made
the House of Lords an impossible body is the fact that
where it is tempted to be active ip defence is just where
the*democracy is tempted to be active*in offence. The
House of Lords, in short, by its very constitution drama-
tizes the conflict between wealth and numbers whenever
numbers decide to embark upon that conflict* II becomes
of necessity a major symbol, because it ceases to have
•meaning 'unless it' is willing to arrest the movement of
change. The logic of its own composition impels it to
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